Since the publication of the final remaining texts from Qumran Cave 4Q, scholarship has debated the relationship between the manuscript corpora from the eleven caves near Qumran in which scrolls were found. Did all of these assemblages derive from a single library, or should the corpus from each cave be viewed as reflecting a distinct collection? Can the corpora from the various caves be distinguished on the basis of chronology, subject matter or perhaps religio-ideological orientation? Closely related to these problems is the debate regarding the nature of these collections; are some or all of these scroll assemblages the result of emergency concealment? Should any of these collections be viewed as "genizah" repositories? Did some of these caves serve as active, functioning libraries? Do any of these corpora represent the personal collections left behind by individuals who may have utilized these caves for human habitation?
When dealing with these questions, scholars have usually focused on the texts themselves, and more infrequently on archaeological artifacts, such as pottery, found together with the texts. The present article seeks to contribute to the discourse regarding the enigmatic nature of the various Qumran manuscript corpora and their depositional backgrounds by focusing on one specific type of artifact found in some of the manuscript caves but which has often been overlooked: tefillin (phylacteries).1 As Research for this study was conducted while serving as a Lady Davis postdoctoral fellow at the Institute of Archaeology of the Hebrew University, under the kind and able aegis of Prof. Zeev Weiss.
I would like to extend my appreciation to all of the authorities who have graciously provided me complete access to the artifacts whose study forms the basis of this article: Dr. Zvi Greenhut, head of the Artifacts Treatment and Conservation Department at the Israel Antiquities Authority (IAA); Dr. Orit Shamir, curator and head of the Organic Materials Division at the IAA, together with her assistant Dr. Naama Sukenik; Mrs. Pnina Shor, curator and director of the Dead Sea Scrolls Projects Unit of the IAA; and Dr. Adolfo Roitman, curator and director of the Shrine of the Book. 1 As the English word "phylacteries" (from the Greek: φυλακτήρια) is a loaded term, implying an apotropaic function, I prefer here to use the more neutral Hebrew/Aramaic "tefillin." For a detailed investigation into a possible magical function of tefillin in ancient times, tefillin are manifestly ritual objects which fulfilled a specific function, their very presence in any particular cave may potentially reflect both on the nature of the textual deposits found in the same cave together with the tefillin, as well as on the motivations of the people who made these deposits in antiquity. Recognizing the existence of typological differences between the tefillin exemplars allows us to go one step further, and to examine how the distribution of the various types of tefillin among the caves may shed light on differences in the nature of the associated textual assemblages found in these caves in terms of chronology and possibly religio-ideological orientation as well.
Our study opens with a survey of all of the tefillin findspots among the caves, both at Qumran and elsewhere in the Judean Desert. The investigation will proceed by identifying two typological classifications within the corpus of tefillin found in these caves-one relating to the morphology of the leather tefillin cases and the other involving the choice of texts included on the tefillin slips and their arrangement-with the aim of mapping out the distribution of distinct tefillin types according to find-spot among the various caves. Our study concludes with an analysis of how these data may contribute to our understanding of the functions each of various caves may have served at the time when the scrolls were placed in them, as well as the nature of the diverse scroll assemblages themselves, especially with regard to chronology and the possibly diverse religio-ideological backgrounds of the individuals who deposited the scrolls in the each of the different caves.
A cautionary note regarding the provenance of the material to be discussed in the present study is in order here. While a large number of the finds which are the focus of our investigation were discovered by archaeologists, many were purchased from Bedouin clansmen or their middlemen after having been clandestinely looted from Judean Desert caves. While the scholars who purchased these materials certainly tried to the best of their abilities to determine the true provenance of the materials through questioning the Bedouin finders or their middlemen, caution must always be exercised whenever dealing with finds which were not uncovered within the framework of scientific archaeological excavations.2 Experience has proven that not all of the provenance claims of the Bedouin finders or their intermediary dealers are reliable.3 The only way to be sure that a purchased find was discovered where it was alleged to have been found is if fragments of the same document were subsequently uncovered at the reported site within the framework of controlled scientific excavations. To the best of my knowledge, such was never the case with purchased tefillin finds. With this in mind, I have been careful here to note clearly which tefillin finds were uncovered through proper archaeological excavation (I refer to these simply as having been "found" at a certain location) and which of these finds were purchased from the Bedouin or their intermediaries.
Overview of the Tefillin Find-Spots
In discussing "tefillin," we are actually referring to artifacts composed of two distinct components: (1) leather cases, intended to house (2) rolled-up slips made of thin skins inscribed with biblical texts. In only a limited number of instances were inscribed slips found in-situ inside of a leather case; usually tefillin slips were found unassociated with any case, while cases were typically found empty of any contents. Twenty-three leather tefillin cases have been reported upon from the caves near Qumran: four were found in Qumran Cave 1Q, three were found in Cave 4Qa and another eleven cases which were purchased from Bedouin are attributed to "Cave 4Q," one was found in Cave 5Q, three in Cave 8Q, and one purchased from Bedouin was said to derive from an unspecified cave at Qumran.4 Elsewhere in
